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Receipt is acknowledged of a request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including Ihc fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
and a submission, filed on 5/28/08. The submission, however, is not tlilly responsive lo Ihc prior Office action for the reasons set 
forth below. Since the submission appears to be a bona fide attempt to provide a complete reply lo the prior Office action, applicant is 
given a shortened statutory period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS from the mailing date of this letter, whichever is longer, to 
submit a complete reply. This shortened statutory period for reply supersedes the time period set in the prior Office action. This time 
period may be extended pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

As stated at page 2 of the 1 1/27/07 Final Office Action, "This application contains claims 17-24 drawn to an invention nonelected 
with traverse in Applicants' response filed 7/26/06. A complete reply to the final rejection must include cancellation of nonelected 
claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144). See MPEP § 821.01". This statement conforms with form paragraph 8.24 of the 
MPEP and is used in Final Rejections for applications containing claims drawn to an invention non-elected with traverse.As stated in 
37 CFR 1.144, "After a final requirement for restriction, the applicant, in addition to making any reply due 
on the remainder of the action, may petition the Director to review the requirement". 

In the instant case. Applicants traversed the restriction requirement between the inventions in the 5/8/06 response. In the 7/26/06 
Office Action, Applicants' arguments were fully considered but not found persuasive, and the restriction was made final. 
Subsequently, the rejections of the claims were made final in the 1 1/27/07 Office Action, and a complete reply to this required one of 
two actions: (1) cancellation of nonelected claims or (2) petition of the restriction requirement for review. In the instant application, a 
petition to review the requirement has not been filed nor have the claims to the nonelected invention been cancelled. 

As stated in MPEP 706.07(h).VI., "If the submission is a bona fide attempt to provide a complete reply, applicant should be 
informed that the submission is not fully responsive to the final Office action, along with the reasons why, and given a new shortened 
statutory period of one month or thirty days (whichever is longer) to complete the reply". Applicants' 5/28/08 response appears to be a 
bona fide attempt to provide a complete reply, but is not fiiUy responsive to the final Office Action for the reasons given above. Thus, 
Applicants are given a new shortened statutory period of one month or thirty days (whichever is longer) to complete the reply. 

Is noted that Applicants are not required to take action regarding withdrawn claims 5, 7, 8, 13, 15 or 16, as these claims are drawn to 
non-elected species (in contrast to claims 17-24, which are drawn to a non-elected invention (Group in of the original requirement)). 
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